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1: IBM Cognos Planning Fix List - United States
Chapter 10 Acquiring IT Applications PLANNING FOR AND JUSTIFYING IT APPLICATIONS Organizations must
analyze the need for applications and then justify each application in terms of cost and benefits.

The management of the organization always keeps goals for itself which it wants to achieve. These goals, and
the subsequent planning, will always lead to the progress of the organization. The progress of the organization
is the reason that planning is important for the management. At the same time, you are clear what the future
holds for you and what is the ultimate goal. This is because you know that how a decision will affect your plan
in the long term and whether or not, this decision will help you in achieving your goals. Thus, because
planning helps you decide short term and long term goals, it helps you make decisions faster. These are typical
traits of a newly formed organization, or an organization which is trying to rebuild itself. These organizations
do not have a standard strategy. Thus, when these organizations plan ahead, they have the flexibility to adjust
the growth of the organization if any unseen events happen. So, tomorrow if a competitor launches a new
product , you have an answer already in the pipeline in your plan. Because of this reason, you will not panic,
but instead you will just pay attention to the execution of your plans. The importance of planning also lies in
its holistic approach. Although you might make plans for different departments within the same organization,
however all the departments together are trying to achieve a desired objective. Unity will always lead to
success and hence, the integrated approach which planning imparts to an organization is ultimately very
important. Thus, whenever you plan things, you know what are the results expected. However, you always
keep a tab on the planning, so that you can at anytime refer to the plan and find our whether you are on track
or not. For example â€” your plan is to increase the sales to units this year. This means you need to sell units a
quarter. However, if you are at units, then you need to evaluate the options to increase sale. At the same time,
if the growth is large and you are at units, then you need to boost manufacturing. If the plan is implemented
correctly, the results will always be desirable by the organization. The end of the implementation of one
marketing plan, is immediately followed by the implementation of another marketing plan, the process of
which starts immediately with a different objective in mind. Thus, planning is important to an organization
because it gives a steady growth and prepares the organization for a desired future.
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2: 7 simple reasons that justify the importance of planning
Justifying IT Applications. Organizations must analyze the need for the IT application. Each IT application must be
justified in terms of costs and benefits.

Discharging and modifying conditions once planning permission is granted Planning practice guidance will,
where necessary, be updated in due course to reflect changes to the National Planning Policy Framework the
new version of which was published in July Where any hyperlinks direct users to the previous National
Planning Policy Framework , please disregard these. Where plans are being prepared under the transitional
arrangements set out in Annex 1 to the revised National Planning Policy Framework , the policies in the
previous version of the framework published in will continue to apply, as will any previous guidance which
has been superseded since the new framework was published in July Why and how are conditions imposed?
Why are conditions imposed on a planning permission? When used properly, conditions can enhance the
quality of development and enable development proposals to proceed where it would otherwise have been
necessary to refuse planning permission, by mitigating the adverse effects of the development. The objectives
of planning are best served when the power to attach conditions to a planning permission is exercised in a way
that is clearly seen to be fair, reasonable and practicable. It is important to ensure that conditions are tailored to
tackle specific problems, rather than standardised or used to impose broad unnecessary controls. The main
powers relating to local planning authority use of conditions are in sections 70, 72, 73, 73A, and Schedule 5 of
the Town and Country Planning Act Powers to impose conditions on appeal are also given to the Secretaries
of State or their Inspectors by sections 77, 79, , and Schedule 6 of the Act. In some areas there may also be
powers under local Acts which complement or vary the powers in the Act. This power must be interpreted in
light of material factors such as the National Planning Policy Framework, this supporting guidance on the use
of conditions, and relevant case law. Whether it is appropriate for the Local Planning Authority to impose a
condition on a grant of planning permission will depend on the specifics of the case. Conditions should help to
deliver development plan policy and accord with the requirements of the National Planning Policy
Framework, including satisfying the 6 tests for conditions. The 6 tests must all be satisfied each time a
decision to grant planning permission subject to conditions is made. The tests are set out in the following
table, alongside key considerations: Key questions PDF , Are there any circumstances where planning
conditions should not be used? Any proposed condition that fails to meet any of the 6 tests should not be used.
This applies even if the applicant suggests it or agrees on its terms or it is suggested by the members of a
planning committee or a third party. Every condition must always be justified by the local planning authority
on its own planning merits on a case by case basis. Specific circumstances where conditions should not be
used include: Conditions which unreasonably impact on the deliverability of a development: Conditions which
place unjustifiable and disproportionate financial burdens on an applicant will fail the test of reasonableness.
In considering issues around viability, local planning authorities should consider policies in the National
Planning Policy Framework and supporting guidance on viability. Conditions reserving outline application
details: Where details have been submitted as part of an outline application, they must be treated by the local
planning authority as forming part of the development for which the application is being made. Conditions
cannot be used to reserve these details for subsequent approval. The exception is where the applicant has made
it clear that the details have been submitted for illustration purposes only. Conditions requiring the
development to be carried out in its entirety: Conditions requiring a development to be carried out in its
entirety will fail the test of necessity by requiring more than is needed to deal with the problem they are
designed to solve. Such a condition is also likely to be difficult to enforce due to the range of external factors
that can influence a decision whether or not to carry out and complete a development. Conditions requiring
compliance with other regulatory requirements eg Building Regulations, Environmental Protection Act:
Conditions requiring compliance with other regulatory regimes will not meet the test of necessity and may not
be relevant to planning, Conditions requiring land to be given up: Conditions cannot require that land is
formally given up or ceded to other parties, such as the Highway Authority. Positively worded conditions
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requiring payment of money or other consideration: No payment of money or other consideration can be
positively required when granting planning permission. However, where the 6 tests will be met, it may be
possible use a negatively worded condition to prohibit development authorised by the planning permission
until a specified action has been taken for example, the entering into of a planning obligation requiring the
payment of a financial contribution towards the provision of supporting infrastructure. For non outline
applications, other than where it will clearly assist with the efficient and effective delivery of development, it
is important that the local planning authority limits the use of conditions requiring their approval of further
matters after permission has been granted. Where it is justified, the ability to impose conditions requiring
submission and approval of further details extends to aspects of the development that are not fully described in
the application eg provision of car parking spaces. Where it is practicable to do so, such conditions should be
discussed with the applicant before permission is granted to ensure that unreasonable burdens are not being
imposed. The local planning authority should ensure that the timing of submission of any further details meets
with the planned sequence for developing the site. A condition requiring the re-submission and approval of
details that have already been submitted as part of the planning application is unlikely to pass the test of
necessity. Where the circumstances of the application make this necessary and the 6 tests will be met,
conditions can be imposed to ensure that development proceeds in a certain sequence. It is important that the
local planning authority and the applicant discuss and seek to agree any such conditions before planning
permission is granted. This is in order to understand how the requirements would fit into the planned sequence
for developing the site, impacts on viability, and whether the tests of reasonableness and necessity will be met.
Conditions requiring works on land that is not controlled by the applicant, or that requires the consent or
authorisation of another person or body often fail the tests of reasonableness and enforceability. It may be
possible to achieve a similar result using a condition worded in a negative form a Grampian condition â€” ie
prohibiting development authorised by the planning permission or other aspects linked to the planning
permission eg occupation of premises until a specified action has been taken such as the provision of
supporting infrastructure. Such conditions should not be used where there are no prospects at all of the action
in question being performed within the time-limit imposed by the permission. Where the land or specified
action in question is within the control of the local authority determining the application for example, as
highway authority where supporting infrastructure is required the authority should be able to present clear
evidence that this test will be met before the condition is imposed. Planning permission should not be granted
subject to a positively worded condition that requires the applicant to enter into a planning obligation under
section of the Town and Country Planning Act or an agreement under other powers. Such a condition is
unlikely to pass the test of enforceability. A negatively worded condition limiting the development that can
take place until a planning obligation or other agreement has been entered into is unlikely to be appropriate in
the majority of cases. Ensuring that any planning obligation or other agreement is entered into prior to
granting planning permission is the best way to deliver sufficient certainty for all parties about what is being
agreed. It encourages the parties to finalise the planning obligation or other agreement in a timely manner and
is important in the interests of maintaining transparency. However, in exceptional circumstances a negatively
worded condition requiring a planning obligation or other agreement to be entered into before certain
development can commence may be appropriate in the case of more complex and strategically important
development where there is clear evidence that the delivery of the development would otherwise be at serious
risk. In such cases the 6 tests must also be met. Where consideration is given to using a negatively worded
condition, it is important that the local planning authority discusses with the applicant before planning
permission is granted the need for a planning obligation or other agreement and the appropriateness of using a
condition. The heads of terms or principal terms need to be agreed prior to planning permission being granted
to ensure that the test of necessity is met and in the interests of transparency. It may be possible to overcome a
planning objection to a development proposal equally well by imposing a condition on the planning
permission or by entering into a planning obligation under section of the Town and Country Planning Act In
such cases the local planning authority should use a condition rather than seeking to deal with the matter by
means of a planning obligation. If a detail in a proposed development, or the lack of it, is unacceptable in
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planning terms the best course of action will often be for the applicant to be invited to revise the application.
Where this involves significant changes this may result in the need for a fresh planning application.
Depending on the case, it may be possible for the local planning authority to impose a condition making a
minor modification to the development permitted. A condition that modifies the development in such a way as
to make it substantially different from that set out in the application should not be used. Express powers to
issue split decisions are given to the Secretary of State and Inspectors in section 79 of the Town and Country
Planning Act In cases where the local planning authority considers part of the development to be
unacceptable, it will normally be best to seek amended details from the applicant prior to a decision being
made. In exceptional circumstances it may be appropriate to use a condition to grant permission for only part
of the development. Such conditions should only be used where the acceptable and unacceptable parts of the
proposal are clearly distinguishable and with the agreement of the applicant. Under section 72 of the Town
and Country Planning Act the local planning authority may grant planning permission for a specified
temporary period only. A condition limiting use to a temporary period only where the proposed development
complies with the development plan, or where material considerations indicate otherwise that planning
permission should be granted, will rarely pass the test of necessity. Circumstances where a temporary
permission may be appropriate include where a trial run is needed in order to assess the effect of the
development on the area or where it is expected that the planning circumstances will change in a particular
way at the end of that period. This can benefit an area by increasing activity. It will rarely be justifiable to
grant a second temporary permission â€” further permissions should normally be granted permanently or
refused if there is clear justification for doing so. There is no presumption that a temporary grant of planning
of planning permission should be granted permanently. A condition requiring the demolition after a stated
period of a building that is clearly intended to be permanent is unlikely to pass the test of reasonableness.
Conditions requiring demolition of buildings which are imposed on planning permissions for change of use
are unlikely to relate fairly and reasonably to the development permitted. Unless the permission otherwise
provides, planning permission runs with the land and it is rarely appropriate to provide otherwise. There may
be exceptional occasions where granting planning permission for development that would not normally be
permitted on the site could be justified on planning grounds because of who would benefit from the
permission. For example, conditions limiting benefits to a particular class of people, such as new residential
accommodation in the open countryside for agricultural or forestry workers, may be justified on the grounds
that an applicant has successfully demonstrated an exceptional need. A condition limiting the benefit of the
permission to a company is inappropriate because its shares can be transferred to other persons without
affecting the legal personality of the company. Third parties such as statutory consultees can suggest
conditions to mitigate potential impacts and make a development acceptable in planning terms. The decision
as to whether it is appropriate to impose such conditions rests with the local planning authority. As with any
condition, the local planning authority should consider whether the 6 tests will be met. Where third parties
suggest conditions it is essential for them to first consider whether the 6 tests will be met on a case by case
basis with reference to the facts of the proposal under consideration. Blanket standard conditions should not be
used without proper consideration of whether they are necessary, and if so, how they would apply to the case
in question. Conditions restricting the future use of permitted development rights or changes of use will rarely
pass the test of necessity and should only be used in exceptional circumstances. The scope of such conditions
needs to be precisely defined, by reference to the relevant provisions in the Town and Country Planning
General Permitted Development England Order , so that it is clear exactly which rights have been limited or
withdrawn. Area wide or blanket removal of freedoms to carry out small scale domestic and non-domestic
alterations that would otherwise not require an application for planning permission are unlikely to meet the
tests of reasonableness and necessity. The local planning authority also has powers under article 4 of the Town
and Country Planning General Permitted Development England Order to enable them to withdraw permitted
development rights across a defined area. Rigorous application of the 6 tests can reduce the need for
conditions and it is good practice to keep the number of conditions to a minimum wherever possible. Front
loading and positive dialogue between the local planning authority and the applicant can also result in
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planning permission being granted with fewer conditions attached. Effective pre-application discussions can
help to establish early in the process what may need to be the subject of conditions. An applicant may, where
it is feasible to do so, seek approval at the application stage for matters which may otherwise have been the
subject of conditions. This can reduce potential delays between the decision being taken and development
taking place on site. Identifying the circumstances in the Local Plan where consideration will be given to using
conditions can add certainty to the process. However, it is still necessary to consider whether conditions would
be justified in the particular circumstances of each proposed development, as a Local Plan policy cannot be
used to justify a condition that does not meet the 6 tests. Specifying the application drawings and other details
which form part of the permission is best practice and creates certainty for all parties, particularly where
applications have been subject to a number of revisions. Clear and precise reasons must be given by the local
planning authority for the imposition of every condition.
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3: SAP BusinessObjects Planning and Consolidation , NW -Planning in general â€“ | SAP Blogs
Planning for and Justifying IT Applications Organizations must analyze the need for applications and then justify each
application in terms of cost and beneï¬•ts.

The conversion of listed barns is also discussed here. The conversion of miscellaneous non-agricultural rural
buildings is dealt with at As the works are internal only, I think the application is for a change of use of part
of the barn to residential and thus the usual PPS7 tests on the re-use of buildings in the countryside apply. As
such, in my view it would then be difficult to refuse the application on technical grounds as the barn is
structurally sound and its character would not be harmed. However, my colleagues consider that the proposal
is for a residential unit in the countryside which requires an occupational justification. I have never come
across a comparable situation. Factors to be considered include its physical condition and the manner of use,
and whether it has been designed or adapted for residential purposes with the normal facilities for cooking,
eating and sleeping. The application here is clearly abnormal, as it would not result in a conventional
dwellinghouse. I do not think therefore that it would be appropriate to consider it as a part barn conversion.
Rather, it is likely that the application is for a mixed-use that includes the stationing of a residential caravan in
the countryside. I therefore agree with your colleagues that special justification is required. If any reader is
aware of a similar case, I would be interested to hear. Response In a non-determination case from Dorset in ,
the Secretary of State held that the stationing of a mobile home inside a barn, which also included lorry
storage and repair, did not give the building the attributes of a dwellinghouse that attracted the four-year
immunity rule. In reaching that conclusion, the Secretary of State relied on Scurlock v the Secretary of State
for Wales and Preseli District Council [], where it was held that premises with a dual purpose of residential
and business use did not constitute a dwellinghouse but was a mixed use, and the judgement in Backer v the
Secretary of State for the Environment and Camden London BC []. Thus for the mobile home to have been
lawful, it would have needed to have been there for ten years. I read somewhere that the House of Lords has
ruled that a hotel room is legally a dwellinghouse. This seems to have considerable implications for planning
control and I wonder whether you have any knowledge of it? In Uratemp Ventures Ltd v Collins [], which
considered the long-term occupation of a single room in a hotel, the law lords held that the absence of cooking
facilities in the room did not prevent it from being a "dwelling" and that, for the purposes of the Housing Act ,
a dwelling means a place where an occupier lives and treats as their home. These have established that for
planning purposes, the criteria for determining use as a dwellinghouse include physical condition, the manner
of its use and the presence of everyday facilities such as cooking, eating and sleeping. My advice is supported
by the judgment in Grendon v First Secretary of State and Others [], in which the court held that a
one-bedroom shelter was not a dwelling because it lacked running water and a toilet. My client obtained
planning permission for a new "barn", part as a dwelling without occupancy condition and part in connection
with a smallholding. Due to a number of circumstances the smallholding has not been successful and the
whole building is now in use as a single dwelling. The LPA takes the view that the breach if one occurred did
not in itself create a single dwellinghouse and therefore the ten year rule applies. Is this a correct analysis?
Section B 2 of the Town and Country Planning Act states that the four year rule providing immunity from
enforcement applies to the change of use of any building to use as a single dwellinghouse. The issue here is
whether a lawful dwelling may integrate an adjoining non-residential use, and the enlarged accommodation
benefit from the section. Rather it is a change of use from agriculture to ancillary residential accommodation.
Here, the point was made that the legislative rationale behind the stipulation of a shorter period for
establishing immunity in the case of single dwellinghouses was to avoid personal hardship, possibly resulting
in the loss of a home, when the breach of planning control may have occurred up to ten years before. This
would hardly be the case where, as in this instance, the occupation of the original house as permitted would
remain unaffected by any possible future enforcement action. Any alternative views from readers will be
welcome. GH Planning permission was granted for a barn conversion to two dwellings. The application site
incorporated a sprawl of modern farm buildings indicated by a red edge. A condition was imposed stating that
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the green area was to be restored to open pasture, including the removal of existing structures, before either of
the dwellings were occupied. However, one occupier has produced evidence that the land was returned to
pasture before occupation. As there was no perpetuity element to the condition, he is claiming that the green
land can now be used as domestic curtilage because it falls with the red line. Can you advice what
enforcement action can be taken, if any, to return the green area to pasture? It would seem that the condition
applied by your authority has been fulfilled. Therefore it would not be possible to instigate enforcement
directed against its future breach. This leaves the possibility that an enforcement notice could allege a
departure from approved plans. Is a sequential test required? Response You suggest barn conversions are
"minor development", but I struggle to agree. Minor development for these purposes is defined in footnote 7
of PPS It includes alterations where there is no increase in the size of the building, but it also explicitly
excludes any development that would create a separate dwelling within the curtilage of an existing one. It
would surely be inconsistent to apply the test to conversions within an existing residential curtilage but not to
all barn conversions. Recently, however, I have received an appeal decision DCP No which disregards the
sequential test on the basis a barn conversion is a change of use. I find this stance difficult to reconcile with
the desire to prevent other residential development in the floodplain and would be grateful for your views. MB
Further Response In the appeal decision referred to the inspector considered the barn conversion, on a flood
zone 3 site, was a change of use as the extent of building works was fairly limited, rather than alterations not
increasing the size of buildings; though as paragraphs D15 to D17 of PPS25 cover both types of development,
the effect is the same. This did not require a sequential assessment for changes of use and a satisfactory flood
risk assessment was supplied, so she allowed the scheme. Conditions relating to flood risk were imposed, e.
The provisions do seem illogical. On the other hand, the inspector in the appeal decision did not require a
sequential test. Apart from pointing out a flood risk assessment is required in such circumstances which
should cover safety, etc issues, I cannot explain this contradiction and wonder if other readers can assist.
Further Response As JH and MB say, both Planning Policy Statement PPS 25 and the practice guide say,
"Applications for minor development and changes of use should not be subject to the sequential or exception
tests", but there is the rather confusing qualification given by the definition of minor development in footnote
7. This qualification certainly implies that the ST should be applied to changes of use where dwellings are
created and this is the approach my authority takes when the scheme involves substantial alterations, on the
advice of our regional Environment Agency office. Whilst the phraseology of the PPS and Practice Guide are
undoubtedly and unfortunately confusing, I believe that not applying ST to changes of use creating of
dwellings would contradict the fundamental objective of PPS25 of achieving safe development based on the
precautionary approach. It is quite another discussion as to whether a barn conversion would pass the ST,
especially having regard to the guidance in the Practice Guide on qualifying the search area for the ST based
on the nature of the development and the sustainability benefits it affords. I continue to enjoy the challenge
daily! BC I have a barn conversion scheme creating 4 dwellings. No extensions are proposed and a
considerable number of other buildings will be removed. The site is in flood zone 2 and the Environment
Agency has accepted a site specific flood risk assessment accompanying the proposal. The planning authority
has now requested a sequential test. Paragraph D15 of Planning Policy Statement 25 says sequential or
exception tests are not required for changes of use but the council says it requires one under paragraph 4. Do
we have to do a sequential test and, if so, what would constitute a reasonable alternative site given that the
barns only exist on this site? The next paragraph, 4. Furthermore, as you clearly point out attempting a
sequential test for a change of use is not feasible. If the authority insists on a sequential test, I would advise an
appeal against non-determination. Response Paragraph D15 of PPS 25 states that applications for minor
development and changes of use should not be subject to the sequential or exception tests. The minor
development definition in footnote 7 on page 7 of PPS25 specifically excludes development that would create
a separate dwelling within the curtilage of the existing dwelling e. It would be reasonable for an local planning
authority to require an applicant to assess alternative sites through application of the Sequential Test. Clearly
in this example it does both increase the number of units and the flood risk vulnerability and therefore in
accordance with the Good Practice Guide the conversion should be dealt with as a new development in terms
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of the sequential test. The Environment Agency agrees with such an approach to requiring a flood risk
sequential test in this instance. What you say is well argued and would seem to be correct if the Environment
Agency supports this view. Nevertheless, the guidance is not very clear on this point and it would be
preferable for it to have been better worded.
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4: Barn conversions Q & A DCP Section | Planning Resource
The importance of planning cannot be over emphasized for an organization or even for an individual. From the start of a
small business, to managing a large business, from starting your own career, to the last stages of your working life,
planning is important to your organization and helps in growth.

Follow Planning in general Imagine that you wanted to get an overview of the various planning applications
and planning tools. You would quickly realize, that there are endless planning applications and an infinite
number of planning applications from different suppliers in the market. But why are there so many planning
applications and so many planning tools? Is this complexity justified at all? Are there really so many different
planning applications and do I need the same number of planning tools? Planning is the process of thinking
about and organizing the activities required to achieve a desired goal. It involves the creation and maintenance
of a plan, such as psychological aspects that require conceptual skills. As such, planning is a fundamental
property of intelligent behavior. Also, planning has a specific process and is necessary for multiple
occupations particularly in fields such as management, business, etc. In each field there are different types of
plans that help companies achieve efficiency and effectiveness. An important, albeit often ignored aspect of
planning, is the relationship it holds to forecasting. Forecasting can be described as predicting what the future
will look like, whereas planning predicts what the future should look like for multiple scenarios. Planning
combines forecasting with preparation of scenarios and how to react to them. Planning is one of the most
important project management and time management techniques. Planning is preparing a sequence of action
steps to achieve some specific goal. If a person does it effectively, he can reduce much the necessary time and
effort of achieving the goal. A plan is like a map. When following a plan, he can always see how much he has
progressed towards his project goal and how far he is from his destination. So will get an understanding of the
different requirements, the complexity, and the challenges which planning provides. I will pick a few of these
statements and I will try to translate the statements into the requirements of our business users 1 If you want to
support processes, we need a workflow 2 â€¦is necessary for multiple occupations There are different user
groups involved: But plan values are only useful in a comparison to actual values. But how can we cover these
diverse requirements? Should we introduce and maintain different tools? Can we use one common tool for
every planning application? And how can we integrate the different plans into one common platform At the
end of the day, an important goal of planning is the optimized usage of my resources. And that is one reason to
integrate all plans into one common planning platform â€¦ So we will get many questions from customers and
I would like to explain the reason, why SAP BusinessObjects Planning and Consolidation can cover all your
business. Planning today If we are talking with our customers today, we often find that they use the current
planning architecture in their planning landscape. Planning in general is very often not organized as a
corporate-wide or enterprise-wide topic. Every department, organization unit or subsidiary can build their own
business-case-specific planning application. Using this approach, they can provide the best tailored planning
application to their business user. In addition to this, they have the freedom to select the planning tool and
software vendor, which fits their requirements in the best way. Involvement, guidance or consulting from the
IT department is not required or is not desired. This process could be a good approach to find out the best tool
for a small number of planning applications. But you need to follow the same process for every software
evaluation and at the end of the day, you will have many, many tools in your IT landscape. In Figure 1, you
can see an example of this type of planning landscape. Different colors help illustrate that different planning
tools are involved. In addition, there is no integration between the sales plan and demand plan. If you want to
implement stand-alone planning solutions, you should compare the advantages with the possible risks or
challenges: Freedom for business user, freedom for solution owner Flexibility: Can we ensure that we can use
the best data quality for our planning application?? Can we use real-time information for our planning
applications? Can we use all the available data in our internal IT systems? How can we use the outcome from
Sales Planning in the Demand Planning solution in real-time for example? If we want to build small,
decoupled department solutions and deep integrated planning applications, a cascading solution would be
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helpful â€¦ How does our planning application fit into a Data Warehousing Strategy How can we bring out
data into ACTION or operational planning? How can we change the data model? How can we change the
templates? Do we have global or local mechanisms? Do we prepare new templates for every year or do we
have any automatisms? How do we handle master data updates or hierarchy changes? As I already mentioned,
the topic planning is very diverse and I am not able to show every advantage or disadvantage for every
planning philosophy. Thus I only want to repeat arguments, which we hear most frequently.
5: Planning your database applications and routines upgrade
Planning for and Justifying IT Applications 1 â€¢ IT Planning â€¢ Evaluation and Justifying IT Investment: Benefits,
Costs, and Issues Figure The IS Planning Process This preview has intentionally blurred sections.
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